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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 11-21 have been examined. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 1 is objected to because of the inconsistency in recitation of the terms. 
The phrase: "a media data portion" in claim 1 1 is followed by "said data media 
portion". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter that applicant regards as the invention. 

4. The phrase: "wherein said data media portion is media-level data provided for 
storage on a storage device coupled to said storage network" is not clear and 
for purposes of further examination the phrase is treated as best understood. 

5. In claim 16 the "the proxy transport" and "said network media access 
controller" lack antecedent basis. 

6. Also, claim 16 recites: "wherein each said data packet processor is operative 
to terminate respective client network connections routed to said plurality of 
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data packet processor". Connections are commonly established to route 
data. However, it is not clear how network connections can be routed. 

7. Additionally, claim 16 comprises the phrase: "data contained within data 
transfer requests and responses as transported from said client network 
connections to said storage network connections". However, the specification 
seems to suggest that the direction of the responses is from the storage 
network to the client network. Clarification of the intended meaning is 
required. 

8. Claims 17-21 are rejected by virtue of their dependence. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 or 103 

9. Claims 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Cunchon (U.S. Pub. No. 
20020162024). 

10. As per claims 1 1 , Cunchon discloses a data packet processor (object 9), 
including an encryption engine operative to selectively encrypt a media data 
portion of network data packets provided to said data packet processor ([44- 
49]). Furthermore, Cunchon discloses a network interface processor (as 
illustrated by CR of object 9) coupleable to a client network (object 10) and a 
storage network (object 11) and coupled to said data packet processor to 
transfer network data packets (Fig. 1 and [1-2]). In Cunchon's disclosure it is 
clear that said network interface processor is operative to associate a 
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persistent network data route between said client and storage networks 
through said data packet processor such that network data packets 
associated with said persistent network data route are selectively passed to 
and from said data packet processor by said network interface processor, 
wherein said data media portion is media-level data ([44-49]). 
1 1 .Although Cunchon does not explicitly recite that data is provided for storage 
on a storage device coupled to said storage network the limitation is at least 
implicit if not inherent. As disclosed in [1-2] Cunchon's invention is relevant to 
and in fact attempts to address limitation of various client communications, 
e.g. email. Thus, even if Cunchon's invention was not intended to provide 
data for storage on a storage device this would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention given the benefit of 
extending Cunchon's invention to various, application of client/storage 
networks communications as evidenced by such application's commercial 
success. 

12. As discussed above, Cunchon's data packet processor provides for the proxy 
transport of data transfer requests and responses between client and storage 
network connections, wherein the data packet processor includes an 
encryption engine operative to selectively encrypt media-level data contained 
within data transfer requests and responses as transported from the client 
network connections to the storage network connections (Fig. 1 and [44-49]). 
Also, [44-49] discloses that the data packet processor is operative to establish 
and terminate respective client network connections routed to the data packet 
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processor. Furthermore, Fig. 1 discloses a first network interface processor 
coupleable to a client network and a second network interface processor 
coupleable to a data storage network. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. Claims 12-13 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cunchon (U.S. Pub. No. 20020162024) in view of Badamo 
(U.S. Pub. No. 20020184487) in light of Stallings (William Stallings, 
"Cryptography and network security", 2th edition, 1998, ISBN: 0138690170).. 

14. As per claims 12-13 and 16 Cunchon disclose the system comprising a data 
packet processor as discussed above. 

However, Cunchon does not explicitly disclose implementation of a plurality of 
data packet processors. 

15. Badamo (U.S. Pub. No. 20020184487) discloses a plurality of data packet (an 
array of) processors (Badamo, Fig. 3, [26], [55-57]). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to 
implement a plurality of data packet in encryption process as disclosed by 
Badamo. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
implement a plurality of data packet to increase efficiency of the encryption 
process. 

16. As per claim 17 a data switch (Badamo, Fig. 3, object 20) connects network 
interfaces with the data packet processors. 

17. As per claims 14-15 Cunchon in view of Badamo disclose a plurality of data 
packet processors as discussed above. Also, Cunchon clearly discloses that 
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a header portion of a received network packet identifies the data storage 
resource that results in encryption of the media data portion sent to the data 
storage resource [39-49]. Furthermore, Cunchon suggest implementation of 
SSL [44]. 

18. Cunchon in view of Badamo do not explicitly disclose that data packet 
processor is responsive to a header portion of a predetermined network data 
packet to select an encryption key for use in encrypting the media data 
portion of the predetermined network data packet and to an identification of a 
data storage resource provided by the predetermined network data packet to 
select the encryption key. 

19.Stallings discloses details of SSL wherein Stallings teaches that SSL involves 
packet exchange that establishes a session key for a secure session 
(Stallings pg. 450-455). Since in Cunchon's invention the portal device acts 
as a proxy between a client and a storage device and is established between, 
implementing SSL between the proxy and the storage network would meet 
the limitation of data packet processor is responsive to a header portion of a 
predetermined network data packet to select an encryption key for use in 
encrypting the media data portion of the predetermined network data packet 
and to an identification of a data storage resource provided by the 
predetermined network data packet to select the encryption key. 

20. As per claim 18 Cunchon in view of Badamo also do not disclose a data store 
accessing by the plurality of data packet processor. However, SSL uses keys 
to establish session keys that are used through out the length of sessions. 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to include a data store accessible by the plurality of 
data packet processors given the benefit of storing an accessible encryption 
keys used in the encryption process. 

Conclusion 

Neither Cunchon nor Badamo and Stallings teach limitations of claims 19-21. 
However, claims 19-21 are rejected under 35 USC § 112 second paragraph. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Bartholet (U.S. Pub. No. 200201114453), 
Obara (U.S. Pub. No. 20030037247), 
Frred (U. S. Pub. No. 200310014628). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Peter Poltorak whose telephone number 
is (571)272-3840. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through 
Thursday from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. and alternate Fridays from 9:00 a.m. to 
3:30 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Jacques Louis Jacques can be reached on (571)272- 
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6962. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). 





